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Dedicated to Preserving My Wisdom for the Ages 


"Dittos, Rush" 
From across the fruited plain 


Before The Limbaugh Letter arrived, the only 
periodicals 1 saved were a few issues of National 
Geographic. But I find I’m filing every Letter after 
showing it to my liberal friends and co-workers. 
l'm a veteran journalist/columnist in the mass 
media — and my colleagues cant believe I read 
every word (sometimes over and over) of your 
Letter | just wish there were more words in the 
LL to read to expand my knowledge of this swiftly 
changing political Jandscape. 

— GORDON BisHor, EATONTOWN, NJ 
With my newsletter in your arsenal, youll run rings 
around the competition. 


IT’S NOT BIG ENOUGH! The Limbaugh Letter, 
that is. I have to wait weeks for something worth 
reading, it gets here, I devour it completely in 20 
or 30 minutes, then I have to go weeks more 
until the next issue. Kind of reminds me of sex 
You wait and wait, it happens, it's always over 
much too soon, then you are left waiting for the 
next occasion to arise. Instead of 16 pages, how 
about 160 pages? Then at least I would have a 
whole day of laughing, cheer, smiles, gloating, 
and hope. — Doug O'BrINE, EL CERRITO, CA 
Glad its as good for you as it is for me 


Last year I was shocked to learn that one of my 
colleagues felt “too intimidated” to enter my 
office because it sported your 1994 calendar. 
Apparently the problem was not your likeness, 
my co-worker claimed, but the calendars por- 
trayal of the Administration:as fleeing rats. 
Instead of telling the insecure whiner to lighten 
up and get some work done, my supervisor told 
me remove it. Ahh, bur how does this person feel 
about football? I'll let you know, because the 
1995 edition of the Limbaugh calendar now 
adorns my office wall. 

— KERRY LEHMAN, JACKSON, M] 
Please keep us apprised, Kerry! 


“THe SEARCH FoR A 
Ligekar Ruse LIMBAUGH 
CONTINUES. 


I am a police officer 20 miles south of Detroit. 
You can't imagine the decay caused by Demo- 
crats. I read your Feb. Equal Time item, "Hold 
the Coffee," and I wonder when the rest of the 
country will realize how well cold-blooded crimi- 
nals are treated. When you consider that they are 
housed and fed better than our own military, a 
light should go off in your head: something is not 
right here, folks. Until criminals are made to suf- 
fer for their acts of violence, moral decay will 
only continue. — Grorrony A. BONDY, ONSTED, MI 
Think thats just a cops view? Folks, we also get let- 
ters like this: 


My har's off to you for your recent item, "Hold 
the Coffee.” I am a prisoner in the federal prison 
at Sheridan, OR, but after six years at “Club Fed” 
I fully understand why prison is no longer a de- 
terrent, I have it better than most free people do. 
Let me give you examples of the “hardships” I'm 
forced to endure. There's prison art classes, with 
all art supplies provided free. There's Bingo 
nights with $500 in prizes. Let's not forget the 
jazz, rock, salsa, and other outside bands that per- 
form here. How. about a four-mile winter run, 
with $300 in prizes? There's cable TV, HBO, 
Showtime, closed-circuit first-run movies. There's 
Sunday brunch, sometimes even Rock Cornish 
game hens with all the trimmings, white linen 
table cloths included. I’ve got the best medical 
and dental your money can buy. The list goes on: 
indoor gym and track; outdoor gym and track. 
Sand volley ball court. Handball, racquetball, 
boccie ball, baseball, football, soccer, state-of-the- 
art computerized Stair Master. There's a band 
room, with instruments. There's a billiard room 
and a sports TV room with a 70” TV. Over the 
weekend a few friends and I relaxed on the patio, 
enjoying smoked oysters, clams, smoked summer 
sausage, various cheeses with an array of crackers. 
Hard time is a thing of the past, thanks to the 
liberal Democrats, and if America ever hopes to 
get a grip on crime in this country, they had ber- 
ter wake up to the facts. 

— CHARLES W. ASKOV, #84798-011, SHERIDAN, OR 
As I asked in my July 1994 newsletter cover story: 
“Whatever Happened to Punishment?" 
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RIN he Republican jihad against the poor, the 
young and the helpless rolls on,” writes colum- 
nist Bob Herbert in The New York Times. “So 
far no legislative assault has been too cruel, no 
budget cut too loathsome for the party that 
took control of Congress at the beginning of 

the year and has spent all its time since then stomping on the 

last dying embers of idealism and compassion in government.” 

The left is brilliant at using words. Because of their willing 
accomplices in the mainstream media, the liberal view of almost 
every issue is crystallized using their terms of the debate. Essential 
American ideals, freedom, equal justice under law, individual 
rights, have been trampled upon — using the cover of nice-sound- 
ing terms. All the poisonous schemes liberals have foisted upon 
America for decades have been hidden under sweet names: Social 
justice. Fairness. Compassion. The common good. Progressivism. 
Diversity. Tolerance. Affirmative action. Who could oppose any- 
thing so positive, so wonderful, so loving, so kind? 

Yet anyone who dares tell the truth about the actual destructive- 
ness of liberal policies is castigated, impugned, scorned and dis- 
missed. Genuine reform, keeping power and money in the states 
and communities — as the Founders intended — is described as a 
“War on the Poor.” Individual rights, law and order, merit, stan- 
dards — even tax cuts — are all “code words” for racism. 

It is a brilliant strategy, and it has been effective for decades. 
The left defines itself and its programs as benevolent, caring, 


and wise; and all critics are mean-spirited, racist, sexist, homopho- 
bic,-oppressive, McCarthyite, fascist, extremist, yada, yada, yada. 
But liberals have not counted on two things. First, ordinary people 
dg not participate in liberalisms required denial of reality: they see, 
for themselves, in their own communities, cities, businesses, 
schools, the terrible real-life consequences of liberal ideas. Second, 
just because liberals have for years been able to stifle substantive 
debate on these issues with name-calling and intimidation, they 
haven't stamped out the vast opposition. Although they ve cried. 
And they're still trying, as we will continue to see while the 
debate on affirmative action heats up. Listen to Willie Brown, Cali- 
fornia Assembly Speaker: “Those who operate on the theory, in this 
environment, that there is something tragically wrong with the re- 
medy called affirmative action, and that it needs to be corrected, 
they're wrong and they come from a perspective of a racist.” 
Thirty years ago, before the media be- 
stowed upon liberals alone the moral author- 
ity to discuss civil rights issues, conditions 
were radically different than they are today. 
If you were a member of a racial minority, 
you didn’t have access to certain jobs, you 
weren't permitted to shop or go to the movies 
in certain places, and in many ways you could 
not lead a normal life. All because you hap- 


continued 





ened to have been born a different color. It was vile, and it lew 
`n the face of the American ideal. 

Now ... what if, thirty years ago, a proposition was on some 
state ballot which declared that race would not be a criterion for 
either discriminating against, or giving preferential treatment to, 
anybody? What do you think the reaction would have been? 
Those of us who believe that 
everyone should have full access to 
the opportunities in this country 
would have supported it. I think 
thirty years ago, Dr. King and other civil rights leaders of that 
era would have embraced such a 
proposition as proof that America 
was ready to live up to her promis- 
es. In fact, the only ones who 
would have resisted that measure would, rightly so, be called 
bigots. People in favor of racial 
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on the ballot for the '96 elections. 

The California Civil Rights Initiative, as proposed by two San 
Francisco professors, reads as fol- 
lows: "Neither the State of Cali- 
fornia nor any of its political sub- 
divisions or agents shall use race, 
sex, color, ethnicity or national origin as a criterion for either dis- 
criminating against, or granting 
preferential treatment to, any indi- 
vidual or group in the operation of 
the State's system of public employ- 
ment, public education or public contracting." I wonder ... who 
will oppose tha? Could we say it will be bigots? By any definition 
of the word, | think we can. 

The media and the Democratic Party (which may be the same 
thing) are appalled at the instant popularity of this initiative, 
which over 60 percent of California voters approve, according to 
a recent Field poll. A significant number of those who supposed- 
ly benefit from preferential policies back the measure — nearly 
60 percent of women and about 40 percent of blacks, Hispanics, 
and Asians. When asked about affirmative action in general, 
California voters oppose the concept by a 2-1 ratio. 

All this has the left in a tizzy. They are well aware that the 
California proposal is in the vanguard of a societal shift, and 
that there is an enormous national consensus on this issue. But 
the race-and-gender spoils system that has given so many liberals 
their platform will not go down easily. There is too much money 
involved, too much flattering media attention, too much power. 

So, naturally, we are treated to hysteria. “The elimination of 
affirmative action ... would be a catastrophe for American 
women,” says Katherine Spillar, national coordinator of the 
Feminist Majority Foundation. Though Ms. Spillar does not 
speak for most women, nor does she justify her belief that affir- 
mative action is a “right,” she declares: “Women will not quickly 
accept a rollback in our rights.” The Congressional Black Caucus 

has formed a task force to fight efforts to 
overhaul affirmative action laws. Says Rep. 
Donald M. Payne (D, NJ), chairman of the 
caucus: “We are going to be a truth squad 
to interpret correctly what affirmative action 
is and what the goals have been.” 
Congressman, since you are apparently 
looking for a truth detector, | am happy to 
perform my time-honored role. Let us look 
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AFFIRMATIVE ATLETI S SULLA 


INSTITUTIONAL REHEAT 


IS TIME TO I3. BLU 


at what affirmative action is. Sen. Bill Bradley (D, NJ) claims; “The 
issue has been so distorted that affirmative action to many people 
means reverse discrimination and preferences, which is clearly not 
what affirmative action 1s. That's what quotas are." You've got it 
exactly wrong, Senator. Like most liberals, you believe that an inno- 
cent-sounding name for a policy equals an innocent policy. But in 
real life, in the real world, Senator, 
affirmative action means reverse dis- 
crimination and preferences. Affirm- 
ative action means quotas. Affirma- 
tive action is genuine institutional racism, and it is ume to end it. 

The reason, Sen. Bradley and all 
you other liberals out there, that so 
many people have concluded that 
affirmative action means quotas is 
because they have lived it. Affirmative action is not some academic 

theory, discussed by Clintons 

Rhodes Scholar friends in seminars. 

You cannot fool people about what 
' affirmative action is because it greatly 
affects the daily lives and livelihoods of nearly every American citi- 
zen. And most find it repugnant. 

Here is affirmative action: All em- 
ployers — public, private or nonprofit 
— with more than 15 employees 
come under the EEOC's Uniform Guidelines on Employee Selection 
Procedures. That’s 86 percent of the 
entire nonfarm private-sector work 
force, Sen. Bradley. If the racial, ethnic 
and gender mix isnt what Washington 
thinks it should be, every one of them can be sued for “discrimination 
by the EEOC. And the EEOC views any statistical deviation between a 
company's work force and the larger population as evidence of inten- 
tional discrimination. Thus many American businesses are forced to 
hire their own in-house affirmative action bureaucrats, in order to 
make sure they are properly discriminating by race and sex in favor of 
"protected classes" of people (women, minorities, the disabled). 

Bur that’s not all. Over 400,000 corporations that do business 
with the federal government must file with the Office of Federal 
Contract Compliance Programs (Orccr), which has a 700-page 
rule book. Companies with contracts of $50,000 and up are re- 
quired to have "affirmative action plans" to maintain the approved 
levels of these categories of people. According to a report in Forbes, 
“the impact [of affirmative action regulations] may easily have 
already depressed the GNP by a staggering four percentage points— 
about as much as we spend on the entire public school system." 

According to a 32-page report by the Congressional Research 
Service, there are currently at least 160 federal laws and "guidelines" 
— minority- and gender-based timetables, goals, set-asides and 
quota rules — that bestow preferences on “protected” groups. Take 
the Code of Federal Regulations: "Individuals who certify that they 
are members of named groups (Black Americans, Hispanic 
Americans, Native Americans, Asian-Pacific Americans, Sub-conti- 
nental-Asian Americans) are to be considered socially and economi- 
cally disadvantaged.” Under other programs, women “shall be pre- 
sumed to be socially and economically disadvantaged individuals." 
When you add up all the categories, most Americans — citizens in 
the most free, the most prosperous, and the most opportunity-driven 
society in the history of the human race — are considered by this 
government to be members of some oppressed group. Liberals say, 
“We only want to help you.” And most of us respond: keep your 
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e swe all know, President Clinton is skilled at posing as a 
À. À non-liberal. He understands that liberalism doesn't sell 
A. JI. with voters, which is why he campaigned as a “New 
Democrat.” He promised to end welfare as we know it. He 
promised a middle-class tax cut. He is very good at using the 
rhetoric of personal responsibility. But make no mistake: when he 
hits conservative-sounding themes on the stump, he doesnt mean 
a word. What do I always tell you? Watch what he does. And 
friends, there is no better indication of Clinton's true political 
instincts than the ascendancy within his 
Administration of diehard leftist Harold Ickes 
(ICK-eez), his Deputy Chief of Staff. 

“IL have been asked by the President to handle 
the political operation over the next two years," 
announced Ickes in late February. The New 
York Times reports that Ickes “has emerged as 
the Presidents political major-domo, electoral 
tactician and liaison to old-line liberals." 
According to an Associated P'ress story, Ickes 
oversaw the selection in January of Sen. 
Christopher Dodd (D, CT) as DNC chairman. 
Time magazine describes recent White House 
decisions on the rehiring of most of Clintons 
‘92 "dream team" — Stan Greenberg, James 
Carville and Paul Begala — for his '96 reelec- 
tion campaign as "something of a palace 
coup...by far the strongest indication 


Leon Panetta, The Los 
Angeles Times reports that 
Ickes is becoming a new 
power center” in the White House, at Panetta’s expense. Of course, 
all players are vigorously denying that Ickes has supplanted 
Panetta. Ickes himself calls the notion “ludicrous.” He declares: 
“We all work for Leon. I work for him. Everyone else works for 
him. There is no competition." Translation: Panetta out, Ickes in. 

And what has qualified Ickes for this new power: Lers see. He 
was in charge of “legislative stewardship” of the Clinton health 
care plan. He was in charge of damage control on Whitewater. He 
was in charge of strategy for the midterm elections, for which he 
was supposed to minimize losses. 

Oops. 

“The guy is 0 for 3,” complained an unnamed “Democratic 
consultant" to the New York Daily News. More like 0 for 10. Last 
year, it was Ickes who decided that Clinton should travel around 
the country promoting his health care and welfare plans, such as 
they were, a political agenda that proved delusional. Not only was 
Ickes in charge of the “inside game” to get the votes in Congress 
needed to pass Clinton's health care program; he was in charge of 
the “outside game” of rallying public support for the plan — a 
colossal failure. Ickes's fingerprints were also all over Clinton's 
"Middle Class Bill of Rights," which drew a huge yawn from the 
electorate. A year ago, Ickes was praised as having “brought a new 
level of order and discipline and efficiency to a relentlessly chaotic 
White House" — an assessment that has not stood the test of 
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that [Ickes's] star is eclipsing 4 à i 
that of his nominal boss," YÀ Y E! i 
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time. Before that, Ickes worked: for a string of losing liberal 
Presidential contenders: from Eugene J. McCarthy to Edward M. 
Kennedy to Rev. Jesse Jackson. 

But Ickes has, one vital qualification: he has been a close friend 
of both Bill and Hillary Clinton for over 20 years, and is rrusted 
by both. The New York Timesicalls him “the linchpin for Clinton 
now and for re-election.” Here's Ickess analysis of Clinton: “I've 
always considered him neither right nor left, but a progressive who 
wants to do the right thing for the country. Now I think his focus 

on the economy is absolurely crucial, because 
without a strong economy, liberalism or pro- 
gressivism...is very hard to sustain." 
A tough, feisty New York labor lawyer, Ickes 
has flawless liberal credentials. His Father, 
Harold L. Ickes, was FDR's Interior Secretary, 
an aggressively combative New Dealer dubbed 
“Roosevelt’s hatchet man.” His son apparently 
has some of the same character traits: “Ickes has 
been known to throw a punch to make a point," 
says The New York Daily News. "Jumping on a 
tabletop to scream is not unusual; neither is 
refusing to shake a 
mi rival's hand. His 
im. temper is leg- 
T. endary: People say 
3 he's deaf in one ear 
J ~ — from ramming a pencil in dur- 
ing a fit of rage at a New York convention, 
though his office wouldn't confirm the story.” 
U.S. News & World Report describes him as hav- 
^ | ing a New Yorker's approach to tackling issues, 
"complete with cursing." Says Paul Begala: 
“Harold Ickes doesn't practice turn-the-other-cheek politics.” 
According to Ickess White House and DNC colleagues, reports 
Time, “No one dares challenge him.” 
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€x till, Ickes's supporters call him "perhaps the greatest 


, political mind of the era” (where have we heard that 


4 


rp 
S before?) He ran Clinton's New York primary campaign and 
the 1992 Democratic convention — the pinnacle of recent 
Democratic political success, from which point the party has 
plummeted precipitously. Ickes was Deputy Director of Clintons 
transition team, but he was delayed for a year from taking his 
White House post because of a Federal investigation into his New 
York law firm's defense of a mob-linked union. The court- 
appoinced investigator ultimately cleared Ickes's firm of any 
wrongdoing. Bur his troubles may not be over: Republicans on 
the Senate Banking Committee have asked the Whitewater special 
prosecutor to review Ickess testimony to Congress, and especially 
his discussion with a top Treasury official abour the status 
of a Federal investigation. 

Regardless, Ickes is already busy on the '96 campaign: 
hiring consultants, fundraisers, and media experts. Not to 
mention the noble strategy of accusing Republicans of stealing 
food from babies. “Are we doing stuff politically? Sure," 
he declares. No kidding. a 








What a privilege to speak with the 

Governor of Michigan, a man who 

has trrefutably demonstrated that 
conservative ideas work 


Rush: For several years | ve 
said America should watch 
you and governors like 
Tommy Thompson of Wis- 
consin. You're dealing head-on 
with the problems everybody else is 
theorizing about. Youre governing 
You inherited a budger deficit of 
$1.8 billion, and now your state 
enjoys a surplus of $300 million. You ended gen- 
eral assistance welfare, just abolished it. As you 
took on the challenges, your re-elect poll num- 
bers sank to 19 percent. But you stuck ro your 
guns, and you won re-election in a landslide. 
So vou are a great source of education for 
anybody who wants to actually tackle prob- 
lems. How have you done it? 
Engler: The key to our success is 1n 
being bold. The public is demanding 
action. These problems have been persistent; 
they ve plagued us for, in some cases, generations 
Bur voters are willing to stand behind leadership that 
has the courage to confront the issues. We've 
worked every day to keep the promises I made in 
the campaign of 1990, 
when I defeated an incum- 
bent governor and be- 
came the first sitting 
legislator in Michigan to be elect- 
ed governor in more than 100 years. 
| came into office with an agenda: cut- 
ung taxes and downsizing government, balancing our 
budget without raising taxes. | was commutted to 
lowering taxes, because Michigans unemployment 
numbers had been consistently above the national 
average. There’s no doubt the policies we've put in 
place have had a dramatic impact. We've had 11 
tax cuts over the last four years. 
Rush: And you balanced the budget. You had a de- 
ficit, you cut taxes, and you raised enough revenue to 
get yourself a surplus. 
Engler: Absolutely. We're spending some $2 billion less today 
than we would have without this spending constraint. From 1990 
the total state budget growth, in terms of our general fund, has been 
only 8 percent. Inflation during the same period was nearly 20 percent. 
So we got an 11 or 12 percent cut in real spending. We've done that by 
making hard decisions — such as eliminating our general assistance 
program. We were spending $250 million a year to send checks to sin- 
gle, childless, able-bodied adults. We put them to work. We said it was 
up to them to take care of themselves, that the state as a matter of poli- 
cy would not send checks to single adults who could work. 


Rush: Not only is your policy based on 
fiscal needs, but you have a Mosaic: 
moral belief that you're actually check without working; if you're going 
improving people's lives. 





Rush: The media said there would be starving in the 
streets. Your Democratic opponents said there'd be a 
general catastrophe, the state would grind to a halt, 
and people would be dying, dropping in droves, of 
disease and starvation. None of that happened. 
Engler: It did not happen. 

Rush: Nobody in Michigan starved to death, 
Engler: Thcy did not. There are people who have 
problems, but a liberal study shows that nearly half 
are better off, or as well off. And 40 percent arent in 
our system. They're not even on food stamps. 

Rush: How do you account for this? You took $200 
a month away, and yet they're better off. How does 
this happen? 

Engler: If someone works a minimum-wage job between 30 and 40 
hours a month, he or she will be better off. When I was on “Nightline” 
recently, Robert Reich, the Secretary of Labor, was a little critical of our 
approach, of dramatically just putting able-bodied people off welfare. 
A man called in from Flint, Michigan and said: “My son was on wel- 
fare, but after the governor pulled the plug he got a job with a trucking 
company. Today hes making $25,000. My son's friend, also on welfare, 
ended up becoming a store manager earning over $40,000. It wouldnt 
have happened without the governors reform, and I thank him for it." 
In family after family people had decided they didnt have to work. We 
even had kids in college drawing general assistance money in 
Michigan. So we just said: We're ending it. 

Rush: You didnt have the moncy to support it. 

Engler: True. But we had sought for years to end this program, even 
in better times, because it sent exactly the wrong message about work. 
We instituted a social contract with 
our AFDC recipients, the parents with 
kids. We said: No more receiving a 


to get a check from the state, you've 
got an obligation to help yourself, too. 
You ve got to be either working, or in a 
training program, or youve got to do community or public service. 
Rush: | sense one of the foundations of your policy is a moral compo- 
nent, Not only is it based on the state's fiscal needs, but you have a moral 
belief thar you're actually improving people's lives with these policies. 
Engler: Absolutely. The only way we can save the next generation is 
if children see adults working, and they learn the message at an early 
age that one has an obligation to support oneself and one's family 
through work, that independence is far better than dependency on the 
state. The goal in America shouldn't be to see who's got the best wel- 
fare program, but to see who's got the most citizens who are indepen- 
dent, standing on their own feet, in charge of their own lives. 

Rush: Right. So compassion is defined in Michigan by the number of 
people no longer on general assistance, who no longer need it, because 
they're far more productive themselves, | 

Engler: Exactly. 

Rush: How do you answer critics who claim all that happened in 
Michigan ts state money has been replaced with federal money? 
Engler: Ics true our numbers in the federal 551 program are up. But 
that program is so poorly run that some folks who were able to meet 
the test of the federal law joined that program. I would advise 
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Congress to take a close look at changing the rules of that program, 
because there were some who migrated there. 

Rush: Many? 

Engler: Not very significant. Even if there were 5,000 people, lets 
say, that still means there are 75,000 people who are off the dole. It's 
the right approach. We did some things that are lessons for states like 
New York, which is struggling with the homeless problem. People 
said; “If you cut this program, you'll have homeless people in the 
streets. They'll be living under the overpasses, They'll be dying on the 
grates in Detroit.” So we entered into a contract with the Salvation 
Army. We said: “You be our lead agency for the people of Michigan.” 
Overnight we were linked with a statewide network. We set up a toll- 
free number, and advertised it through public service announcements. 
We said, if you see someone homeless, call 1-800-A-SHELTER, and get 
the Salvation Army involved. So we ended the debate about there not 
being an option for somebody whos going to be homeless. Articles 
were written with folks quoted saying: "I dont want to stay at the 
Army shelter, because they have strict rules. They make me get up, 
and I have to pitch in and help, and theres no alcohol. Its just not 
fair." Obviously there was little public support for that expression. 
Rush: One of the big myths is that people wouldnt be homeless i£ it 
weren't for Ronald Reagan. The homeless are just God-fearing, well- 
meaning people, all qualified to work, all sober. Is just that nobody 
cares. This is an illusion the homeless advocacy has perpetuated for 
years, because it gives them a stage from which to articulate their posi- 
tion — which is basically an attack on conservatism. But see, you are 
not shy in dealing with the truth, You said that you stayed committed 
and you acted boldly. You took huge hits from the media. There was 
hysteria from your Democratic and liberal opponents. Were you tempt- 
ed to modify some of your policies to appease the critics? 

Engler: My critics have learned I'm a pretty persistent and stubborn 
fellow, and when we set our mind to do something, that's exactly what 
we do. I believe that keeping ones promises is the most important 
thing a public official can do, and we were committed to that. We felt 
the course was right, and time was definitely on our side, so we made 
the tough decisions. Though the editorials might be negative, people 
across the state came up to me: “Dont . 

worry about that. We're standing with 


gin, for a Republican, since 1928 

Rush: It was a landslide. But how did 
you deal with the attacks? I get it on a 
much smaller level. How did you deal with the cacophonous, hysteri- 
cal, personal attacks on your character? Because if you had buckled, 
none of this would have gotten done. A lot of people buckle; you 
didn’t. Did you ignore it? Or did you just confront them? 

Engler: | dont mind engaging in the debate, and we were not shy, 
Everywhere I went for the first year there were pickets and protesters. 
A shanty town was set up on the lawn of the state capital, and some 
liberal local judges allowed it to remain for quite some time. We were 
always being confronted, whether I looked out my window, or traveled 
to any engagement. I just tried to rationally rebut the arguments as 
they were made and to stay focused on the rationale for what we were 
doing. People came to appreciate the tenacity and single-mindedness. 
Thats been my advice to Speaker Gingrich and the Congress: Dont 
weaken. It’s full speed ahead, because as I often said, theres more 
common sense in the coffee shops and the main streets of Michigan 
than all the committee rooms of Lansing, our state capital, People out 
there know what's right, and they know its wrong to pay people for not 
working. They know it's wrong to allow interest groups to dominate the 
decision-making. When they saw somebody willing to fight for chem, 


; Engler: The goal shouldn't be to see who's 
you.” This ended up attracting an awful got the best welfare program, 
lot of Democrats to our banner. In but to see who's got the most 
1994, I had the biggest winning mar- RAPS E it mem A 


feet, in charge of their own lives. | 







they were willing to hght on my side. 

Rush: So you built an army, and had a lot of people who 

were not afraid of publicly saying they supported you. 

Engler: Thats right — even in the cities where, as you 

might imagine, there was a concentration of opposi- 

tion, But I'd meet men and women who were work- 

ing hard; they weren't getting rich, but they were 

going to work every day, and they would tell me: 

“Thank you for what you're doing, because my 

neighbor hasn't worked in years. It's time he or 

she got off their duffs and went to work." 

Rush: You mentioned Mr. Newt and the 

Congress. I talk to people who are living in under- 

standable fear that the momentum in Congress will 

die. They're happy this power has accrued to the Repub- 

licans, but they fear the opportunity will somehow be 

blown. You've shown it can succeed. Are you happy 

with the discussion of block grants, and the changes 

they're proposing in the school lunch program? Are 

you prepared to take federal money in the form of 

block grants? Do you think you're better qualified 

than they are at the national level to do what's 

right for the people of your stare? 

Engler: [d be absolutely prepared to accept 

the responsibility and the accountability for 

the decisions that deal with people in pov- 

erty, with people who are hungry, with 

people who have other needs. By bring- 

ing that back to the state, we are putting 

it in the hands of those who actually run pro- 

grams, not those who talk about programs — 

which is what goes on in Washington, particularly in 

the bureaucracies. So l'm pleased with the progress. I 

know how tough it is, and this is a perilous time 

because forces are massing to try to stop this revolu- 

tion. Members of Congress have to really buckle on 

thir gear and go to work 

because they need to keep 

their momentum. As I said 

in my State of the State 

message, we seek to have this power and 
responsibility brought back to the states 

— not so we can hoard it, but so we can 

in turn share it with local communities 

and the private sector in our states. 

Rush: Isn't it true you'll need less, because there'll be 

less bureaucracy for the money to filter through before 

it gets to where it’s intended? 

Engler: Absolutely. The bureaucracy is horribly 

expensive, and there is a total lack of coordination. We 

have 163 job training programs. 

Rush: Which don't work. We've gor stories of people in 

these programs who've had $150,000 spent on them, but they 

cant get a $7-an-hour welding job. 

Engler: We've proposed to let the employer define the training and 
set the curriculum, rather than pay a teacher to teach what he or she 
knows, which may be an unemployable skill. 

Rush: Too radical. The business owner is a rich Republican who has 
cheated or stolen to get where he is. You can't trust him to know 
what's right co run his business. 

Engler: [hese programs have to come back to the states to get rid of 
the inconsistencies, For example, in Michigan if someone on AFDC 
refuses to work, we try to sanction them, cut their benefits. We did 
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chat recently with a woman who lived in Section 8 housing. But when 
her income from her welfare check went down, her rent dropped 
accordingly, and her food stamps went up accordingly. So the sanction 
turned out to be a beneht for her. 
Rush: You've just said you'd be happy to take block grants. What if 
you run it differently than, say, Illinois does, and Illinois screws it up, 
and you end up with a much better use of federal money? Do you 
think there has to be some national consistency? 
Engler: | do not. | think that’s a red herring that's been injected into 
this debate. Irs simply a way to defend the status quo and try to put 
the reformers on the defensive. Take the current system. Today the 
national AFDC system consists of grants to families that range from a 
low of $120 for a family of three to a high of $950. So theres current- 
ly no national consistency on the level of cash benefits. The same is 
true when it comes to food stamp levels. Those will vary according to 
incomes. [n Medicaid, while there is a minimum core beneht, there 
are many opuonal services, and states pick and 
choose among the options. So I don't think 
there has to be a national program. lrs a bad 
idea, as a matter of fact, because its important 
that Michigan and Illinois actually compete, 
and that Michigan and Ohio compete. 
Rush: Amen. Oh, this is a godsend. 
Engler: Id like to win the competition, and 
be the state that's the most successful in having 
people independent and in charge of their own 
lives. Every state ought to be subject to strict 
accountability in reporting, so youre able to 
look at the 50 states and say: In Wisconsin, 
they ve reduced illegitimacy. What worked 
there chat ought to be replicated? And if we've 
got 50 experiments going, well get answers a 
lot faster. One other observation. If HHS and 
the Washington bureaucrats are so confident of 
their skill, of their knowledge, I propose that 
Congress put them in charge of the District of 
Columbia, and let them compete head to head 
on the same criteria. 
Rush: Id love to see thar. Oh, ho! Because you 
know theyd blow it. 
Engler: Theyd probably make Marion Barry 
look like a manager. 
Rush: Are you confident that this revolution will succeed? | ask this based 
on the fact that we've got a huge obstacle called the U.S. Senate. 
Engler: And we've got an incredible massing of the forces of the status 
quo at the gates, ready to take Capitol Hill. The speed with which 
things move through the House ts very important. The real danger was 
pointed out in a recent Wall Street Journal editorial: Once you show a 
sign of weakness, once you blink the first time, the opposition says: 
"These folks can be had." Then the struggle intensihes. The opponents 
are nor going to say, “This is a fine compromise Congress has come up 
with on food stamps, so well just forget the rest of our opposition." No, 
they'll move on to what they think is the next most vulnerable point. 
Consistency 15 essential. Being bold, being constant, being relentless in 
your efforts to reform. There's one other thing that Republicans and 
conservatives ought to keep focused on. As you reform government, it is 
good for the economy. For the first time since 1966, we got the 
Michigan unemployment rate below the national unemployment rate 
for the year. It has dropped to 5.5, and the national rate is 5.7. 
Rush: The Washington Post says wt has nothing to do with what you've 
done, it was a result of the great national, economic explosion. 
Engler: They dont want to ever concede that cutting taxes is good for 
growth. But the evidence is incontrovertible. In Michigan, in the '81- 


“My advice to Speaker 
Gingrich and the Congress: 
Don't weaken. There's more 
common sense in the coffee 
shops and the main streets 

than all the committee rooms. 
People know what's right." 
— Gov. JoHN ENGLER 





'82 recession, we had extraordinarily high unemployment. A new 
Democratic governor was elected, with a Democratic legislature. First 
thing they do is a 38 percent hike in the income tax. It knocked the 
pins off Michigan for the entire decade. 
Rush: 38 percent! 
Engler: Yes. It went up to 6.1 percent. Today we ve got the income tax 
rate down at 4.4, We've cut $3.5 billion in property taxes. 
Rush: But how are you paying for schools? 
Engler: We offset part of that property tax reduction by taking our sales tax 
from 4 to 6 cents. 
Rush: A consumption tax. 
Engler: We're a heavy tourism state. So frankly, that’s hardly been noticed. 
The economy is growing. Home sales are soaring, even with interest rates 
up. We've cut the rate of growth in education spending, which has been 
a source of great agony to the teachers’ union. But we're fostering com- 
petition in public education. Michigan has the most far-reaching char- 
ter school law of the nation. It isnt a voucher 
system, because our constitution would have to 
be amended to allow that. 
Rush: Doesn't Keith Geiger, who runs the 
NEA, live in Michigan? And isnt one of the 
most powerful teachers unions in Michigan? 
Engler: We are their worst nightmare. | took 
the position that before we dealt with the rev- 
enue, we would have to deal with structural 
reform. That led to the passage of the charter 
school legislation 1n late 1993, which has 
opened the door. In fact, the major chartering 
mstitutions are not the state board of educa- 
tion. We also allow community colleges and 
universities to charter schools, and we're char- 
tering schools as fast as they come on line. 
Naturally, when they're being formed by inno- 
vative educators and community leaders, they're 
going to be doing a better job with less money. 
Rush: You are one of the most important 
political figures in America today, because if 
anybody has taken on the fundamental liberal 
opposition on virtually all fronts, it's you. All 
these supposedly unbeatable groups are on the 
side of the road, waving at you as you zoom by. 
Yet youre very modest. You dont toot your 
own horn. Thats a tremendous character trait, because people under- 
stand youre in this because of what you think is good for the state as 
opposed to anything personal. People are crying for that in politics 
today. So what is your future? Do you have higher aspirations? 
Engler: No. At this point, I'm very content to be governor. We just 
had the greatest victory of all last November 13 — we became the 
parents of triplet girls. They're our first kids. So l'm spending a lot of 
time raising them, and my wife Michelle and I are having the time of 
our lives. I've got my term to serve; | can run under Michigans consti- 
tution one more term. I've always thought that two terms as governor 
was enough. | havent made any decision on a third term. 
Rush: You keep this up and you'll be in demand by the people who 
make the country work, It's a privilege and an honor to be able to 
help tell your story. 
Engler: You ve been very kind; people tell me whenever you mention 
something we're doing. I've even heard it a couple of times myself, as I 
travel. I always love to travel between 12 and 3, so I can listen to your 
program. Anything we can do to help further the cause, call us. 
Rush: | chink you're doing it. The rest of us need to get up to speed 
with you — which i5 why we're going to send this interview to every 
Republican member of Congress, ri 
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Congress News 


Remember “My Conversation With 
Myself” in the December 1994 issue of The 
Limbaugh Letter? | asked myself what strat- 
egy Democrats would employ during the 
104th Congress. My answer, of course, was 
both brilliant and prescient. The left, I said, 
will do “what the left does best: deceive, lie, 
attack, undercut, obstruct, sabotage — they 
dont give a damn about what's good, bad, 
right or wrong. Liberals will do whatever 
they can to get their power base back.” 

Well, folks, here’s a perfect example of 
that strategy in action. 

From the White House 
came hysteria. “What they 
want to do is make war on 
the kids of this country,” 
exclaimed President Clin- 
ton during his visit to 
Ottawa. “What they're try- 
ing to do is literally take 
away meals from kids," 
chimed in White House 
chief of staff Leon Panetta. 
Republicans are “trying 
to run over kids.” HHS 
Secretary Donna Shalala 
charged that “cruel is the 
only way to describe pro- 
visions that would abolish 
nutrition programs for 
children ... and reduce assistance to thou- 
sands of abused, neglected and abandoned 
children." From Capitol Hill came hyper- 
bole. Rep. Richard Gephardt (D, MO) 
called Republicans “callous and mean-spir- 
ited.” Rep. George Miller (D, CA) told 
Republicans: “You ought to be embarrassed 
by what you're doing to the nation’s chil- 
dren.” Senate Minority Leader- Tom 
Daschle (D, SD) whined: “How tronic 
thac in the name of reducing the debe 
on our children we take their meals 
instead.” Sen, Patrick J. Leahy (D, VT) 
insisted that "this assault on Americas 
children will be stopped." 

From the states came horror. "This is the 
most despicable, mean-spirited legislative 
proposal I have seen in all my years of pub- 
lic service," intoned Governor Howard 
Dean (D, VT). 

From the press came hyperventilation. 
"The GOP targets kids to spare elderly," 
screamed a Newsweek headline, Republicans 
are trying “to win committee approval tor 
legislation that would imperil mothers, 
babies and hungry school-age children, 
bellowed a New York Times editorial 

The New York Times claimed: "House 
Republicans are preparing to deprive poor 


Holding Their Feet to the Fire 


children of their right to free or low-cost 
school meals.” The Gor intends “a sharply 


reduced budget” for school nutrition and 
would “slash funding” for programs for 
food for “pregnant women and pre-school 
children.” 

Really? Is this what the Republican revo- 
lution was all about — attacking children? 
Of course not, though that's what youd 
believe if all you had to go on was the 
mainstream media. Fortunately, you have 
me; so you realize that the Democrats, 
melting down and in denial, have been 


reduced to outright lies. 

The truth is that the Republicans voted 
to increase — that's right, increase — 
spending on school-lunch programs by 4.5 
percent. They plan to bundle these pro- 
grams together and block-grant them to the 
states in order to dramatically reduce feder- 
al bureaucracy. In 1996, for example, 
spending on school lunches under the 
Republican proposal will increase from 
$4.5 billion to $4.703 billion. 

But the Democrats had wanted an in- 
crease of 5.2 percent. So these liberals are 
calling an increase in spending that is less 
than the increase they wanted “a cuc." This 
is nothing new, folks. In the world of liberal 
Democrats, a smaller increase than the big- 
spenders want is defined as a cur. And not 
just a cut, but the launching of a war on 
Americas children. 

Bur another point should be made: | 
thought the liberals believed one of the big 
problems our country faces 1s that we're all 
too fat. Wasn't that Hillary Clintons point 
last December when she launched a “War 
on Obesity” with former Surgeon General 
C. Everett Koop? Indeed it was. A New 
York Times editorial following Mrs, Clin- 
tons announcement declared: “Obesity has 








reached epidemic proportions in the U.S. 
and nobody knows quite whar to do about 
it.” The Times even ran a column — "Get 
Slim With Higher Taxes" — by a Yale pro- 
fessor calling for the "taxing low-nutrition 
foods or banning commercials for fatty 
snacks targeted at children." 

The fact is that even poor children suffer 
from being overweight. Robert Rector, 
senior policy analyst at the Heritage 
Foundation, writes that “the top nutrition- 
related health problem among poor children 
is not hunger and undernutrition — but 
obesity.” Rector found that 
“consumption of essential 
vitamins and minerals 
among both high- and 
low-income pre-school 
children also generally 
exceed USDA standards, 
often by more than 50 per- 
cent." He found a study by 
the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture and the De- 
partment of Healch and 
Human Services which 
reported that “skinfold 
tests show that poor girls, 
on average, are plumper 
than non-poor girls.” And 
"nearly 45 percent of all 
poor adult women are overweight, com- 
pared to 28 percent of non-poor adult 
women. The socioeconomic pattern of obe- 
sity in the United States is mirrored in all 
other developed countries: obesity is most 
common among low-income groups and 
declines as income rises.” 

Rector concluded that “the current gen- 
eration of American children — even poor 
children — is undoubtedly among the best 
nourished in human history. Yet poor chil- 
dren do face devastating problems: escalat- 
ing crime, disintegrating families, commu- 
nities where the positive role models of 
working adults are often missing, and gov- 
ernment schools that can no longer physi- 
cally protect let alone educate them. But 
chronic hunger and widespread undernutri- 
tion are not problems for poor children." 

That's the key, my friends. The liberals 
are hysterical because their answers to solv- 
ing poverty — taking billions from the 
middle class to give to the poor — hasn't 
worked. Poverty has not been eliminated. 
Illegitimacy, crime and family breakdown 
have skyrocketed, And as a result, the 
Democrats were thrown out of power. 

But their whining continues. As does 


their alienation from the truth. E 
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Many people say I need to be balanced with equal time. Not so — | AM... 





A sampling of my genius, to be widely quoted and disseminated 


TWEET TREAT 
Recently a prestigious New York 

restaurant, Le Cirque, served a meal that 

still has the town in a flap. It was an 

invitation-only event, and the featured 

dish was a bird called z 

the ortolan. If aa FI 

youve never , y 

heard of it, lec. [5 

me bring you 


up to speed. 








TRUE COMPASSION 

As the welfare state begins to be disman- 
tled, the old media establishment is using 
every weapon in Its arsenal to derail progress, 
with tear-jerker profiles of anxious mothers 
and children, cast as helpless victims. I'm not 
making light of this, folks. The intent of the 
heart-wrenching stories is to convince you 
that if you support reforming the existing 
system, you are directly responsible for hurt- 
ing innocent women and children. How 
should you respond? With compassion, of 
course. Which ts exactly how I respond to 
Lucy Sanabria, welfare mom, who was 
recently quoted in New York Newsday after 
she heard about NY Gov. Patakis proposed 
welfare cuts. When she learned her monthly 
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The ortolan weighs only a few ounces, and 
is a mere two or three inches long. 
Ortolans sell for roughly $50 each in 
France, and are being gobbled up in such 
huge numbers that the French government 
has moved to protect them, though they 
are not an endangered or threatened 
species. Anyway, French tradition requires 
that diners drape napkins over their 
heads and consume the bird in one bite, 
Beak, bones, and all. So, the esteemed 
patrons at Le Cirque donned their 
napkins and did just that. Crunch, gulp, 
and ze petite birdie was a goner! 
Histoire. The feathers havent stopped 
flying since. News accounts 

S derail the outrage of animal 
NN rights activists. Kathi 
Travers of the ASPCA 

: in New York has 
NS chirped up. Travers 


N , asks: “What are 
| $ 


D we coming to 
x CE 









when we have 
to eat these 
little things?” 
Ms. Travers, 
the answer is 
Xs. obvious. Were 
ME coming to dinner! 


= Bon appetit. 
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grant would be cut by $38, to $539 a 
month, she said: "I dont know how they 
expect us to live like chis." Ms. Sanabria, we 
dont expect you to live like this! That is pre- 
cisely the point. In the land of opportunity, 
nobody must live without hope of doing 
better. Ms. Sanabria, we expect, that just like 
the rest of us, you can make a better life 
for yourself and for your kids — infinitely 
better than you can with a government 
check of $539 a month. The only people 
who expect you to exist on that paltry 
sum are those who don’t believe you 
can prosper on your own. But Ms. 
Sanabria, we believe in you, in your 
children, and in ourselves! After all, 
were Americans. 


DANCES WITH WAMPUM 

Kevin Costner, the Holly- 
wood idol who "raised the con- 
sciousness of America" in 
"Dances with Wolves," is in 
the doghouse with Indians — 
excuse me — Native Ameri- 
cans. At issue is Costner's 
stake in a casino he's building 
in a Sioux reservation in 
Deadwood, SD. Costner and 
his brother already own one 
of the 86 casinos in the 
area. The new one, due to open 
in 1997, is so lavish it will 
dwarf the others. Native 
Americans think that’s unfair. 
They accuse Costner of trading 
on his fame at Indian expense. 
After all, che place will be 
called Dunbar, after Costner's 
movie character. "It's just 
the old theory of the rich 
get richer and the poor get 
poorer," says a tribal leader, 
who sounds amazingly 
like Dick Gephardt. Locals 
are also upset Costner has 
not shared any of his multi- 
million-dollar profits from 
"Dances" with the Sioux peo- 
ples. Which brings us to the 
moral of this story. Nothing 
separates a Hollywood actor 
from his multicultural convic- 
tuons quicker than money. 
Put that in your peace pipe 
and smoke it! 


MILITARY INTELLIGENCE 
Remember when military 
geniuses like Rep. Patsy Schroe- 
der claimed that women serv- 
ing on combat ships was a great 
idea? Well, the new policy is 
starting to bear fruit. Five of 
the approximately 450 women 
serving on the USS Eisenhower, 
an aircraft carrier, were taken 
off the ship due to “unplanned 
medical reasons.” Translation: 


They're pregnant, Offering 





10 


brave, new military logic, 
Defense Secretary William 
Perry says the pregnancies 
are “a fact of life” which 
will occur “a certain percentage 
of the time.” In no way, 
says Perry, do these pregnancies 
impair the ship's mission. | 
suppose the next step is to 
install maternity wards on com- 
bat ships. That way, mommy 
and child can stay together and 
fight together, should war break 
out. Is this any way to run a 
military? You bet it is ... if 
youre a liberal. 


FRISCO FOLLIES 

With the Republican Revo- 
lution in high gear in Wash- 
ington, a counter-revolution ts 
taking place on the Left Coast. 
While voters were tossing out 
Democrats like yesterday's 
garbage last November, in San 
Francisco the only Republican 
on the Board of Supervisors 
lost. While the debate in the 
rest of rhe country centers 
on issues like welfare re- 
form, term limits, a balanced 
budget San Francisco 
has been busy passing laws 
that ban job discrimination 
against cross-dressers and 
transsexuals. One of the new 
board members is a gay stand- 
up comic, who is delighted 
that now a guy cant get 
a pink slip for wearing one." 
The most amusing aspect of 
the move left in Frisco is 
that the radicals are bickering 
amongst themselves. One 
bitter fight is over a plan 
to put self-cleaning toilets 
on the streets. Some supervisors 
are peeved, believing the 
toilets will give police more 
reason to arrest homeless peo- 
ple who urinate outdoors. 
Another fun moment took 
place at a hearing on a 
"transgender rights law." The 
Act’s sponsor was reportedly 
moved to tears when two 
of his acquaintances testified 
they were transgender. Some 
genius should figure out a way 
to broadeast the San Francisco 
legislative process, C-SPAN style. 
Ir would cream the competition 
on daytime 1 V. 





ANGELA UPDATE 

Does the name Angela Davis ring a bell? 
She was a big radical of the 1960s. Her open 
membership in the Communist Party, in part, 
led to her dismissal as a philosophy professor 
at UCLA. Shortly thereafter, guns belonging to 
the esteemed professor were used in a court- 
house shootout that left four people dead, 
including a judge who had been taken 
hostage. Charged with murder and kidnap- 
ping, Davis fled, ending up on the FBI's Ten 
Most Wanted list. She stood trial ... but with 
California juries being weird even then, she 
was acquitted. So she went home to academia 


to "educate" young minds, and is currently 
reaching "the History of Consciousness" 
(whatever that means) at the University of Cal- 
ifornia. Now Jack Peltason, the university 
president, has just appointed her to a presi- 
dential chair. The award will provide Davis, 
who makes a $67,000 salary, an additional 
$75,000 over the next 2!/2 years so she can 
develop new "ethnic studies" courses. State Re- 
publican lawmakers argue that to so reward 
Davis is a slap in the face to educators and 
raxpayers alike. But this gives me an idea. If 
O.J. Simpson is acquitted, there's obviously a 
job possibility at the University of California. 





COLLEGE CAMPI NEWS 

The age-old tradition of college protest 
has reached Antioch College, home of "regu- 
lated dating." You recall that this is the Ohio 
institution where students are required to 
obtain permission for each step of romantic 
involvement: every kiss, touch, and thrust. 
But the Antioch protest didn’t stem from 
those rules. It was something much more 
fundamental to college life: Money. When 
students learned federal grants and loan sub- 
sidies would be cut, they held what was sup- 
posed to be a peaceful demonstration. A riot 
broke out, leading to several arrests. So the 
college held a seminar on the “Constitu- 
tionally guaranteed rights of protest.” 
Another stellar example of higher learning. 


Goop News, BAD News 

The good news is the mild weather this 
winter wasnt your fault. For years, the 
scientific elite and environmental wackos 
have attributed warm winters to your 
predilections for driving 
cars, buying refrigerators, 
and enjoying the American 
way of life. You were caus- À 
ing a “greenhouse” 
effect — toasting "la Mac.. 
mother earth. But 
that's changed. At a 
recent meeting of the 
American Association 
for the Advancement of 
Science, a climate re- 
searcher revealed the dis- 
covery of a weather pat- 
tern that occurs roughly 
every 18 years, which is 
now said to account for 
balmy winters. Of course, I've 
been telling you that the global 
warming theory was hor air for 
six years. 
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Meanwhile, at Harvard, students demon- 
strated a unique mastery of computer 
science, It’s not a breakthrough in program- 
ming, math, or anything like thar. No; in 
just one week, 28 Harvard scholars down- 
loaded more than 500 pornographic pictures 
from computer bulletin boards. The Har- 
vard Crimson, the student paper, gathered — 
but did nor print — the names of those stu- 
dents and their sexual preferences. (Guess 
the paper is staffed with Democrats-in-train- 
ing for the Senate Judiciary Committee.) 
One graduate student was reportedly terri- 
fied his wife would find out hed downloaded 
100 X-rated pictures of men. How long 
before Harvard imposes a new requirement 
for these geniuses: Safe Cyber-Sex 101? 


Now the had news. Other scientists at 
the meeting predicted the end of food as 
we know it. Shortages of land, water, and 
oil will drastically curtail the food supply 
over the next 60 years, they say. Less meat 
and less dairy production will leave future 
generations munching 
on beans, potatoes, 

and pasta. You realize 
what that means? No 
more McDonalds, no 
Burger Kings, no 
more pizza, because 
there'll be no more 
cheese. The dawn- 
ing of the Age of 
Tofu. The rich will 
get leaner, and 
the poor meaner. 

Those of you who 

can't adjust to a 
life of beans will die a 
slow, agonizing, beef- 
less death. Burt at 

least youll be warm 
in winter, 
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Jimmy Carter 


"| was distressed at the outcome of the elec- 
ton last November. I prayed, quietly, tha: 
Newt Gingrich would be defeated and that the 
Democrats would win all of the elections." 
— JIMMY CARTER, REUTER 


Good Lord 


_ Carter prayed ‘that people like Newt 
Gingrich would be defeated and Democrats 
would win the elections in a proper way, 
— "CORRECTION" TO JIMMY CARTER'S COM- 
MENT, ISSUED BY THE CARTER CENTER OF 
ATLANTA, QUOTED IN THE New REPUBLIC 
Etther way, didnt work. 


“White, right-wing extremists ... are using my 
nomination to achieve their radical goals,” 
— DR. HENRY FOSTER, ON HIS CRITK s. QUOT- 
ED IN JHE WASHINGTON TIMES 
Playing Democrat card one: race 


- He intended to say ‘right-wing extremists.’ I 
think it’s pretty clear he misspoke. It was a slip 
of the tongue " 

— MICHAEL McCurry, WHrrE Houst 
SPOKESMAN, CLARIFYING FOSTER'S REMARK. 
MCCURRY IMMEDIATELY ACCUSED REPUBLICANS 
OF USING THE RACE ISSUE AS “4 POTENT 
POLITICAL WEAPON,” QUOTED IN 
IHE WASHINGTON TIMES 
He meant to say "Barney Frank.” 


A wave of scapegoating is sweeping the coun- 
tty... Just like under Hitler. people say they 
dont mean to blame any particular individuals 
or groups, but in the U.S. those groups always 
turn out to be minorities and immigrants.” 

— Rer CHARLES RANGEL, PRESS RELEASE. 
DECLARING THAT “FOR POLITICAL GAIN, GOP 
BLAMES THE POOR, MINORITIES AND IMMIGRANTS 
FOR AMERICA’S PROBLEMS" 

Playing Democrat card two. Hitler 





| Gharies Rangel 
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. didn't call you Hitler ... He's waving it 
[the press release] like Joe McCarthy.” 
— Rep. CHARLES RANGEL, as REP. JiM 
NUSSLE OBJECTED TO RANGEL'S PRESS 
RELEASE THAT COMPARED REPUBLICAN POLI- 
CY DECISIONS TO THOSE OF ADOLF HITLER, 
CONGRESS DAILY 
Playing Democrat card three: McCarthy 


“In South Africa wed call it apartheid, In 
Nazi Germany wed call it fascism. Here 
we call it conservatism. These people are 
attacking the poor.” 
— REV JESSE JACKSON, QUOTED IN THE FORT 
LAUDERDALE (FL) SUN-SENTINEL 
Cards one and two. 


“I feel like I've been fire-hosed with radi- 
cal right suggestions ... We are seeing the 
radical right wanting to shoot bullets at 
the feet of Senators and make them tap 
dance, and try to make a big brouhaha.” 


— Rep Par SCHROEDER, ON CRITICISM OF Dr. 


HENRY FOSTER's NOMINATION FOR SURGEON 
GENERAL, "CBS THIS MORNING” 
lap dance?? Isn't that a little racist, Ms 
Schroeder? 


" God save the United States of America God 
save the Constitution of the United States.” 
— SEN ROBERT BYRD, ON THE BALANCED BUDGET 
AMENDMENT, QUOTED IN THE HOTLINE 
This from a man who wanted God to save 
his West Virginia pork. 


“It is like a barber's chair that fits all but- 
tocks — the pin-buttock, the quatch-but- 
tock, the brawn-buttock, or any buttock.” 
— SEN. ROBERT BYRD, ON REPUBLICAN POLICY 
THAT FITS ALL QUESTIONS,” QUOTED IN. THE 
WASHINGTON TIMES 
Clearly an area of the Senator’: expertise. 





Jesse jecison 
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Pat Schroeder 


The Senate's rejection of the balanced-budger 
amendment ... provides cheering evidence 
that Senate Democrats have the capacity to 

stop the worst excesses of the Republican revo- 

lution in the House.” 
— NEW YORK TIMES EDITORIAL, 
“A BAD IDEA, BURIED" 
The American people are not cheering, 


New York Times. 


- Wearing a royal blue suit that was a shade or 
two brighter than the sapphire hue of the satin 
draperies and silk upholstery, First Lady 
Hillary Clinton opened the newly refurbished 
White House Blue Room to the press .. say- 
ing that the room with its straight-backed 
chairs and eagle motif was her new favorite.” 
— REPORTER MELINDA HENNEBERGER'S LEAD 
SENTENCE IN EW YORK TIMES NEWS ARTICLE 
The resuscitation of Hillary Clinton continues 


“My one hope was that we could create a more 
blue feeling in the room, but not make it so 
blue that it would be dark and would shrink 

the room, especially at nighr." 
— HILLARY CLINTON, QUOTED IN 
THE NEW YORK TIMES 
I he smartest woman who ever walked the face 
of the earth. 


“Dolley Madison has become a great favorite 
of mine as ] study the First Ladies. She 
had a lot of spunk." 

— HILLARY CLINTON, QUOTED IN 
THE New YORK TIMES 
Whatever happened to Eleanor Roosevelt? 


“It is not unusual for Hillary Clinton to end a 
conversation with a staff member by uttering 
Okey-dokey, artichokey,”” 

— THE WASHINGTON Post 
Well, maybe a little unusual 
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Mario Cuomo 


"I'm certainly an admirer of what you ve been 
able to achieve here." 

— HiLLARY CLINTON, IN OTTAWA, SAYING THAT 
AMERICANS CAN LEARN FROM THE CANADIAN 
HEALTH SYSTEM, AP 
Uh-oh. 


“The stories come and go, and I stay the same.” 
— HILLARY CLINTON, QUOTED IN 
THE NEw YORK TIMES 
We know 


“The Clintons now realize that ‘having her 
running a piece of the action is hard for the 
public to understand." 

— "CHRONICLES" IN TIME MAGAZINE 
They think were too dumb to know that we 
actually wanted Mrs. Clinton to take over one- 
seventh of the U.S. economy. 


“That kind of format produces a necessity for 
shorthand dialogue that eventually leads to 
slogans and shibboleths." 

— MARIO CUOMO, ON REPORTS THAT HE 
TURNED DOWN $1 MILLION A YEAR TO DO 
A DAILY RADIO PROGRAM, QUOTED IN 
THe NEW YORK TIMES 
What a pile of shibboleths. 


“Ir’s going to be thought radio, not talk radio. 
We'll start with an essay, my perspective on 
the week. And we'll get firsthand accounts of 
the events making news by interviewing the 
people affected by the news. I'll talk to welfare 
mothers, factory workers trying to survive 
after their plant closes, a woman raising two 
children with cerebral palsy. I’m going to be 
more of a reporter than a host.” 

— MARIO CUOMO, ON HIS PLANS TO DO A 
WEEKLY RADIO PROGRAM, QUOTED IN NEW 
York DAILY NEWS 
Sounds like a real hoot. 





Robert Reich 
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“When you consider some of the things that 
people are selling in this society ... selling a 


product thar'’s nutritious, good for you and = | 


puts people to work, you know, that’s kind of 
ennobling work. So, going from political to 
selling something that was nutritious and use- 
ful, I considered a step up." 

— MaRIO CUOMO, ON HIS DORITOS ADS THAT 
AIRED DURING THE SUPER BOWL, IN INTERVIEW 
ON NBC's “NEWS 4 NEW YORK" 

Maybe we should put Doritos in the school 
lunch program. 


“I admit, I've never liked the idea of states,” 
— MICKEY Kaus, COLUMNIST, IN THE NEW 
REPUBLIC, COMPLAINING THAT CONSERVATIVES 
HAVE "A FEDERALISM FETISH” 

An honest liberal 


"We will find you. We will catch you. 
We will make you pay." 
— BiLL CLINTON, ON DEADBEAT PARENTS IN 
THE FEDERAL WORK FORCE, AP 
Theres something chilling about this, folks. 


“If they could look into my soul, they 
would see someone whose belief in God 
and of faith is as sincere and deep and gen- 
uine as theirs is. And they would probably 
see someone who is ... more humble in his 
Christian faith than many of them are." 
— BILL CLINTON, ON CRITICISM FROM THE "RELI- 
GIOUS RIGHT,” QUOTED IN New YORK DAILY NEWS 
Hes more humble, and damn proud of it. 


"His being has many more fibers than my being, | 
have fewer fibers, but my fibers are tougher.” 
— ROBERT REICH, LABOR SECRETARY, ON DICK 
ARMEY'S COMMENT THAT HE WILL OPPOSE RAIS- 
ING THE MINIMUM WAGE WITH EVERY FIBER OF 
HIS BEING, ON FOX MORNING NEWS 
And damn proud of it 





Bill Clinton 
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"Its not fair to say that I thought [gays in the 
military] was the most important thing I had 
to do. He insisted that it be dealt with, so | 
wasnt about to walk away from it.” 

— BiLL CLINTON, CLAIMING HE ONLY 
BROUGHT THE SUBJECT UP BECAUSE Bon 
DOLE MADE HIM, IN PARADE 
How can he say this stuff with a straight face? 


"[Thar would make it] hard to write 
tax regulations.” 

— COMPLAINT FROM AN UNNAMED TREASURY 
OFFICIAL IN RESPONSE TO REPUBLICAN HOUSE 
MEMBERS WHO SAY CLEAR ENGLISH, GOOD GRAM- 
MAR AND NO DOUBLE NEGATIVES SHOULD BE 
REQUIRED FOR GOVERNMENT REGULATIONS, 
QUOTED IN THE WALL STREET JOURNAL 
No kidding. 


“I find it amazing that people who were 
here digging the country in the hole I've 
been digging us out of are now saying I'm 
not getting us out quick enough.” 

— BILL CLINTON, CHALLENGING REPUBLICANS 
TO HELP HIM CUT THE FEDERAL DEFICIT, REUTER 
With $200 billion deficits as far as the eye 


can see, youre not, 


“Regulation Freeze Only Helps Business, 
Democrats Contend.” 

— HEADLINE IN THE WASHINGTON TIMES, 
ON MORATORIUM ON FEDERAL REGULATIONS 
[HAT PASSED IN THE HOUSE 
So whats the problem? 


"So if anyone now asks what is the similarity 
between our Speaker, Deng Xiaopings daugh- 
ter and Mrs. Thatcher, now we know. They all 

have Rupert Murdoch book deals.” 
— Rer PAT SCHROEDER, QUOTED IN 
THE WASHINGTON POS? 
No one asked. 
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According to Me 





Remember the assertions of “sleaze” supposedly rampant 
in the Reagan and Bush administrations? Such allegations often 
resulted from unsubstantiated (and later disproved) rumors, which 
were then transformed into “the appearance of impropriety” by the 
ever-vigilant press. Thus the medta cheered in 1992 when Bill 
Clinton pledged himself to "the most ethical Administration in the 
history of the Republic.” 

That was then. In the last rwo and a half years, we have seen a 
veritable deluge of sleaze — and this doesnt even include failed nomt- 
nations (Zóe Baird, Kimba Wood, Lani Guinier), resignations due to 
incompetence (Les Aspin, Joycelyn Elders), or mysterious death (Vince 
Foster). Since investigations and resignations have been so common in 
this Administration, I thought Id provide a helpful tally of some of the 
most notable, in alphabetical order 
ROGER ALTMAN (DEPUTY TREASURY SECRETARY) Resigned 
Aug. 17, 1994. President Clinton described Altman's departure as 
“the right step under the circumstances.” According to The 
Washington Post: "Democrats and Republicans assailed Altman for 
what they viewed as his incomplete and misleading testimony 
about the meetings [between the White House, Treasury 
Department and the Resolution Trust Corporation] before the 
committee in February.” Then-Senate Banking Chairman Don 
Reigle (D, MI) told then-Treasury Secretary Lloyd Bentsen (who 
himself resigned on Dec. 6, 1994): “I frankly don’t think chat 
there was an acceptable excuse” for Altmans inaccurate testimony. 
Altman is now helping to advise the Clinton Administration on 
the District of Columbia financial collapse. 

RON BROWN (COMMERCE SECRETARY) Brown, the millionaire 
former chairman of the Democratic National Committee, 1s 
no longer being considered to run Clinton's '96 campaign due 
to the emergence of a series of odd financial dealings, as 
well as Browns business relationship with 
Texan Nolanda Hill, owner of Washington 
and Boston TV stations. Brown and Hill 
were partners in a company called First 
International Communications Corp 

According to The Washington Post: “Though 
[Brown] put no money into the business 
and it never had a successful venture, Hill 
paid Brown more than $400,000 for his 
part of the partnership after he became 
Commerce Secretary." That's right — after. 
Corridor Broadcasting Corp., another com- 
pany Hill owned, defaulted on debts to the F DIC and Resolution 
Trust Corporation of more than $40 million. Although Brown 
claimed he was unaware of any business connection between First 
International and Corridor, The Washington Post got hold of docu- 
ments which “show that a promissory note from Corridor was 
First International’s major asset and interest on the note was its 
only source of income in 1993." 





RON BROWN 
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HENRY CISNEROS (HUD SECRETARY) In 
a lawsuit filed by his former mistress, 
Cistieros is accused of breaking an oral 
agreement to,pay Linda Medlar $256,000 
after a three-year extra- marital relationship. 
Cisneros began the affair in 1987 while 
Mayor of San Antonio and told The 
Washington Post that when Medlar “request- 
ed assistance over the years, I tried to be 
helpful." The Justice Department has asked 
or a special prosecutor to investigare 
whether Cisneros lied to FBI agents about these payments before 
his nomination. 
MIKE ESPY (AGRICULTURE SECRETARY) Resigned Dec. 31, 
1994. Espy admitted accepting a sky-box at a Dallas Cowboys 
football game, tickets to a Chicago Bulls playoff game, a ride on a 
corporate jet, lodging at a lakeside cabin, 
and a $1,200 scholarship for his girlfriend. 
Those arent high-priced gifts (and Espy has 
since reimbursed them), but they come 
from high-powered special interests, notably 
Tyson Foods in Arkansas, the world’s largest 
poultry producer whose 1993 sales were 
$4.7 billion. This has resulted in "a full- 
scale investigation that has gone beyond 
Espy to include Tyson Foods and its rela- 
tionship with Bill Clinton as Arkansas 
Governor," according to Time magazine. 
Donald Smaltz, the independent counsel doing the investigation, 
“says he has collected such a large battery of allegations that he 
may not finish the task before 1996. He is working seven days a 
week and has hired nearly 30 employees, including six lawyers and 
eight FBI agents. One of the charges includes a former Tyson 
pilot conveying "cash payments from the company to Clinton 
while Clinton was Governor of Arkansas." 
WEBSTER HUBBELL (ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL) 
Resigned Mar. 14, 1994, Third-highest ranking official in the 
Jusuce Department, responsible for policing the ethics of the 
Clinton Administration. Attorney General 
Janet Reno called Hubbell a “tireless crusad- 
er for doing the right thing." Bur on Dec. 6, 
1994, Hubbell pled guilty to two felony 
counts of mail fraud and tax evasion. He 
admitted in a Federal district court in Little 
Rock, the town where he once was Mayor, 
that "on more than 400 occasions he sub- 
mitted bills to cover personal expenses from 
1989 to 1992 and concealed the theft with 
phony expense vouchers and inflated 
accounts of the hours he worked for 





HENRY CISNEROS 





MIKE ESPY 





WEBSTER HUBBELL 





1AEL 





Au Protos Peoworp By APW Wonn Pharo Excirt Beuce Lunou Paonta By AxxANSAS DO4OCIAT-GAzETTE — LETTERING FOR THE LIMBAUGH LETTER BY MICH 


clients,” reported The New York Times. “Mr. Hubbell also failed to 
report the income to pay taxes on the money, including on the tax 
return he filed last year for 1992 while serving as the White 
Houses liaison to the Justice Department.” Worth $1.6 million, 
Hubbell over-billed clients for more than $390,000. Former part- 
ner and ethics officer at the Rose Law Firm, where, among other 
responsibilities, he represented Madison Guaranty Savings & 
Loan. Former Chief Justice of the Arkansas Supreme Court, 
appointed by then-Gov. Clinton. Wrote Arkansas’ ethics laws at 
the request of chen-Gov. Clinton. 
WILLIAM KENNEDY Ili (WHITE HOUSE ASSOCIATE COUNSEL) 
One of three Rose Law Firm partners brought to Washington by 
Hillary Clinton, Kennedy, a top White House lawyer, was forced 
to surrender key responsibilities after "embarrassing President 
Clinton by failing unul recently to pay Social Security taxes for a 
family nanny," reported the Associated Press. This cost him his 
main duties: supervising White House passes and vetting presiden- 
tial appointees. Kennedy had also suffered a reprimand 
by the White House for his involvement in the White House 
Travel Office fiasco. 
BRUCE LINDSEY (SENIOR ADVISOR TO THE PRESIDENT) 
"Insiders call him The Enforcer, The Attorney, The Truth Teller, 
The Loyalist, and most precisely, perhaps, The Consiglieri, bor- 
rowing the underworld term for a Mafia don’s most reliable coun- 
selor.” Thats how The Washington Post described Lindsey days 
= before Clinton's inauguration. When you dig into Bill Clintons 
worst ethical predicaments, time after time 
you find Bruce Lindsey. As Clinton's 1990 
campaign treasurer, Lindsey was responsible 
for obtaining $180,000 from the Bank of 
Perry County, much of it unsecured and 
potentially problematic. Independent coun- 
sel Kenneth Starr's indictment of Neal 
Ainley, former president of the bank, refers 
to a campaign "representative" — reported 
to be Lindsey — who made a cash with- 
drawal of $30,000. Lindsey's attorney 
denies any wrongdoing. In the Whitewater 
investigation, too, Lindsey is at the epicenter. By his own admis- 
sion, Lindsey was the first person to inform President Clinron that 
the RTC was investigating Arkansas financial matters that might 
include the Clintons themselves. Lindsey was also the point man 
on Troopergate damage control. Lindsey is one of the last Arkansas 
F.O.B.’s (Friends of Bill) who has not resigned or been fired. 
IRA MAGAZINER (SENIOR ADVISOR TO THE PRESIDENT) 
Magaziner, Rhodes scholar, was responsible for creating Hillary 
Clinton's secret Health Care Task Force, composed of 34 sub- 
groups holding marathon meetings — one of which lasted 22 
hours — working on 840 decisions that 
filled 33 binders. The task force was eventu- 
ally taken to court for violating the federal 
"sunshine law" requiring public disclosure 
of government meetings that involve non- 
government workers. That case was eventu- 
ally declared moot because the White 
House relented, releasing 264 boxes filled 
with material detailing the work of the task 
force. But U.S. District Court Judge Royce 
Lamberth said Magaziner gave “misleading, 
at best” testimony during the case. In a 
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sworn statement on Mar. 3, 1995, Magaziner claimed that every- 
one working for the group was a government employee, and there- 
fore the White House did not need to disclose their proceedings, 
budget or activities. That information turned out to be false — 
dozens of outside representatives participated in the task force. In 
Jan. 1995, Lamberth requested an investigation by U.S. Attorney 
Eric Holder to determine if Magaziner committed perjury. 
BERNARD NUSSBAUM (WHITE HOUSE COUNSEL) Resigned 
April 5, 1994. Repeatedly discussed with senior Treasury 
Department officials potential Clinton 
involvement in criminal investigations of 
Arkansas banking matters, specifically 
Madison Guaranty Savings & Loan. Insists 
he did nothing wrong and did not attempt 
to block those investigations, but Clinton 
himself said thar “I think it would be better 
if the meetings and conversations had not 
occurred.” Also responsible for the botched 
handling of the White House Travel Office 
investigation, as well as Vince Foster's 
papers and the police investigation after 
Foster's death. Once served as a lawyer on the House Committee 
considering the impeachment of Richard Nixon in the 1974, and 
hired Hillary Rodham to serve on his staff. 
FEDERICO PENA (TRANSPORTATION SECRETARY) Peña is 
Clinton's point man on making American transportation state-of- 
the-art for the 21st century. But he may be responsible for the 
biggest transportation boondoggle in decades: the Denver 
International Airport (DIA), which was built under his leadership 
when he was Mayor of Denver. The initial cost of DIA was supposed 
to be $1.3 billion. The final cost was over $5 billion. USA Today 
reports that “ar least ren investigations — including probes by the 
Securities and Exchange Commission, FBI and Department of 
Transportation — are underway over how contracts were awarded." 
The Justice Department is also reviewing whether to seek an inde- 
pendent counsel to investigate Peña on another matter — a money 
management firm Peña founded that won a contract to manage $5 
million of a Los Angeles transit pension fund. In January, Pefia 
approved $187 million of extra funding for the Los Angeles subway. 
JOSH STEINER (TREASURY CHIEF OF STAFF) Resigned in early 
January 1995. Will forever be remembered as having lied to his 
diary. During Whitewater hearings before Congress last August, 
Steiner claimed he was mistaken when he wrote in his diary that 
Roger Altman was under “intense pressure from the White House” 
to continue overseeing the Resolution Trust Corp. amidst concerns 
that the investigation of Madison Guaranty might lead to an 
investigation of the Clintons’ investment in Whitewater. He also 
claimed that an entry quoting George Stephanopoulos as wanting 
to "get rid of" Jay Stephens, the Republican former U.S. Attorney 
who had been assigned by the RTC to investigate Madison, did not 
really mean Stephanopoulos was trying to get Stephens fired. 
DAVID WATKINS (WHITE HOUSE DIRECTOR OF ADMINI- 
STRATION) Resigned on May 26, 1994, after a year-long investi- 
gation of the White House Travel Office fiasco, and TE 
after using a Marine helicopter to go golfing in 
Maryland (on which trip a photographer 
snapped a shot of a Marine saluting Watkins's 
golf bag). Recently it was revealed that the 1992 
Clinton campaign paid a woman $37,500 to 
avoid a sexual harassment suit against Watkins. 





BERNIE NUSSBAUM 








Continued from page 4 


protection; it is tearing the country apart. 

As we go to press, President Clinton still has not made up his 
mind about what he thinks of affirmative action. According to 
The Washington Post, “President Clinton is planning a major 
speech on affirmative action ... but the President and his brain 
trust are far from deciding what position he'll take ... A White 
House meeting ... initiated a fiery internal debate over setting 
the policy, as well as what tactics to use in fighting for it.” 

Though the record of his Administration demonstrates that 
Bill Clinton has never met an affirmative action plan he doesn’t 
like, he pretends he wants an "intense, urgent review" of all such 
programs. He declares: “We shouldn't be defending things we 


‘can't defend.” Why stop now, Mr. President? You've been defend- | 


ing things you cant defend for two and a half years. For the man 
whose stated aim when he came into office was an Admini- 
stration “that looks like America,” leading to strict quotas in his 
appointment process, there's only one reason for this sudden 
review of affirmative action, And that reason is California, with- 
out which he cannot win reelection."I'm going to do my dead- 
level best,” claims Clinton, “to stop this from becoming another 
cheap political emotional wedge issue." No, for the Democrats, 
this is going to be an expensive political emotional wedge issue. 
Which is why Jesse Jackson and assorted feminists are in- 
censed when the President says: "It is time to look at all these 
programs ... and ask ourselves: Do they work? Are they fair? Do 
they achieve the desired objectives?” A good question. Com- 
merce Secretary Ron Brown thinks they do. "Affirmative action 
is very much needed in America,” he says. Though Brown con- 
cedes "unfair applications" may have resulted, “that doesn't 
mean that you dismantle an effort that has clearly worked." 
But it hasnt worked. According to Farrell Bloch, the author of 
Antidiscrimination Law and Minority Employment, "The evidence 
demonstrates ... that affirmative action has not significantly 
enhanced employment prospects for the most disadvantaged 
African-Americans." This is an utterly damning conclusion, when 
you consider the fact that "the past three decades have witnessed 
enormous growth in federal antidiscrimination law enforcement, 
including more than a ten-fold expansion of Equal Employment 
Opportunity Commission (EFOC) budget and staffing." Bloch 
explains that "the major effect of 30 years of antidiscrimination 
and affirmative action regulation of the labor market has been to 
redistribute black workers from small and medium-sized firms to 
large employers and federal contractors — without increasing black 





employment rates overall." 

This failure has come at a huge price: the 
lowering of standards to meet Washington-dic- 
tated workforce requirements, heightened racial 
tension, and the devaluation of real achievement 
by women and minorities, Dont believe me? 

Why else would calling someone an "affirmative 
action hire" be a searing insult? Hmmm? 

Deval Patrick, Clintons Assistant Attorney 
General in charge of the civil rights division, claims: "There is good 
affirmative action and there is bad affirmative action.” Wrong, Mr. 
Patrick. There is no such thing as "good" discrimination. Listen to 
my friend Dr. Walter Williams: "The effect of measures like ... affir- 
mative action is to allow one American to live at the expense of 
another, and grant one American a privilege denied another. These 
are the ills our ancestors risked their lives to escape. The principle 
that built this country is that the government does not own mens 
goods and liberties; it has no right ro distribute justice and the free- 
dom to succeed by race, sex, or religion.” Amen. 

Professor Henry Louis Gates, chairman of black studies at Har- 
vard University, has defended affirmative action as a “sophisticated 
form of reparations.” That is key, my friends, I have been telling 
you that affirmative action is not intended to end discrimination; it 
is intended only to shift discrimination. It is government-sanctioned 
revenge. To prove my point, all you have to do is ask a liberal how 
we will know when it's time to declare victory on affirmative action. 
To the left, there is no end in sight. 

“The only way America will ever be colorblind is if every damn 
person goes blind all at the same time,” declares Rep. Alcee Hast- 
ings (D, FL). To liberals, American society is inherently racist, sexist 
and unjust. The only thing standing between America and apart- 
heid, in this view, is the government. Listen to David K, Shipler in 
The New York Times: “Without affirmative action, many institu- 
tions would resegregate.” Mr. Shipler claims; “To the majority, affir- 
mative action ... is ideologically repulsive, because it vitiates the 
myth that this country’s bounty is open to anyone who has brains 
and works hard." To liberals, Americas opportunity is a myth. 

It is nota myth. Open your eyes, Mr. Shipler. American achievers 
of every race, ethnicity, religion are demonstrating that rich oppor- 
tunity every day. Yes, injustice exists. Yes, discrimination exists. And 
in such individual cases, the law should be vigorously enforced. But 
you will never end discrimination with more discrimination. “Once 
you say that we can violate somebody else's rights in order to make 
up for what happened to blacks or other races or other groups in 
history,” says Supreme Court Justice Clarence Thomas, “you do vio- 
lence to the safe harbor, and that is the Constitution, which says 
you are to protect an individual's rights no matter what.” 

Justice Thomas is exactly correct. So here is the message from the 
American people to government tinkerers; Get out of the way! And 
watch us — limited only by our own abilities, ambitions, and 
desires — achieve our dreams. 


To subscribe, call 1-800-457-4141 
Democrats: Yes ... you, too must pay. Because despite 
the way you're trying to brainwash American school kids, 
there's no such thing as a free lunch. 
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